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Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment received October 2 nd , 2008 has been fully considered 
and entered, but the arguments are not deemed to be persuasive. 

Response to Arguments 

Regarding claim 1-21 , the applicant argues that he/she is unable to find any disclosure 
in the document (provided) of the controller being configured to isochronally provide 
power from the battery to the processor and digital imaging device to enable the digital 
image, when stationary, to acquire a landscape image which is communicated to the 
processor, which in turn transmits the image to a remote processor. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. It may be true that paragraph [0040] of Ichige 
cited refers back to the battery and system control layout, however, paragraph [0070] of 
Ichige show the detailed operation and also discloses that the apparatus is also as a 
stationary type as well. It is further indicated that with the battery power supply can be 
portable. Ishi finally teaches in paragraph [0082] that time is calculated from a power 
quantity supplied from the battery and the time is compared to a predetermined time. 

To the examiner these teachings as shown from paragraphs [0078-0084] clearly 
suggest isochronous operation of the power supply. 
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The applicant further argues that the paragraph does not disclose controlling of the 
power quantity supplied to the recorder to determine how long the recorder can operate. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees since such disclosure is present in paragraphs 
[0020] and [0083]. 

The applicant did not present any specific argument with respect to the dependent 
claims. It is plausible to conclude that all the arguments have been addressed. The 
rejection will be repeated below for the sake of completeness. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-2, 6, 8-13, 15, and 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Henderson et al. (US Patent no. 7,151,448) in view of Ichige et al. 
(US Patent Application Publication no. 2003/0002861). 

Regarding claim 1,12 and 20, Henderson discloses a system for remotely recording 
changes to a particular landscape, the system including a digital imaging device (See 
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col. 1 , lines 63-67 and col. 2, lines 1 ); a processor in communication with a memory 
means and with the digital imaging device (See col. 3, lines 62-67); a battery electrically 
connected to the processor and the digital imaging device (See col. 2, lines 63-64). 

It is noted that while Henderson discloses acquiring a landscape image to 
transmit the image to a remote processor (See Henderson col. 6, lines 63-65 and col. 2, 
lines 3-4), it is silent about a controller electrically disposed intermediate the battery and 
the digital imaging device and the processor, the controller being configured to 
isochronally provide power from the battery to the processor and digital imaging device 
to enable the digital imaging device, when a stationary, to acquire a landscape image 
which is communicated to the processor which in turns transmits the image to a remote 
processor. 

However, Ichige discloses a controller electrically disposed intermediate the 
battery and the digital imaging device and the processor, the controller being configured 
to isochronally provide power from the battery to the processor and digital imaging 
device to enable the digital imaging device, when a stationary, to acquire a landscape 
image which is communicated to the processor which in turns transmits the image to a 
remote processor (See Ichige fig. 1, controller 6, battery 5 and video input 1 and 
paragraph 0044). 

Therefore, it is considered obvious that one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention would recognize the advantage of modifying Anderson's battery arrangement 
by providing Ichige's teachings where the controller is intermediate the battery and the 
digital imaging device and the processor, the controller being configured to isochronally 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/781 ,826 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2621 

provide power from the battery to the processor and digital imaging device to enable the 
digital imaging device, when a stationary, to acquire a landscape image which is 
communicated to the processor which in turns transmits the image to a remote 
processor. The motivation for performing such a modification in Anderson is to be able 
to control the power quantity supplied to the recorder and to determine how long the 
recorder can operate as taught by Ichige et al. (See paragraph [0020, lines 1-6]). 

As per claims 2, 13, and 15, while Henderson is silent about an electronic timer as 
claimed, Ichige provides a timer and switch for providing power to the processor and the 
digital image (See Ichige fig. 4, timer 41 and paragraph [0052]). 

Therefore, it is considered obvious that one skilled in the time of the invention 
would recognize the advantage of modifying Henderson's battery in the system for 
remote recording by incorporating Ichige's timer. The motivation for performing such a 
modification in Henderson is to fetch information about a current time of timelapse. 

As per claims 10 and 18, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
above rejection of claims 1 and 12. In addition, Henderson further discloses disposing 
its system adjacent a construction site or farmland to acquire landscape images thereof 
(See col. 6, lines 63-67 and col. 7, line 1). 

Regarding claims 8-9 and 12, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in 
the above rejection of claim 1 . 
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It is noted that Henderson does not specifically proposes disconnecting the 
electrical power to the imaging device and the processor as claimed. 
However, Ichige proposes a power switch which can be used for disconnecting the 
electrical power (See Ichige paragraph [0046]). 

Therefore, it is considered obvious that one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention would recognize the advantage of modifying Henderson's battery configuration 
by incorporating Ichige's teachings where the electrical power to the imaging device is 
disconnected. The motivation for performing such a modification in Henderson is to 
either enable or disable the operating state. 

4. Claims 3-5, 7, 14 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Henderson and Ichige as applied to claims 2 and 12 above, and 
further in view of LeClerc et al. (US Patent no. 6963662). 

As per claims 3-5, 7,14, and 1 7, most of the limitations of these claims have been 
noted in the above rejection of claims 2 and 12. 

It is noted that while the combination of Henderson and Ichige proposes using a 
modem and wireless connections, it is silent about providing a portable computer for 
communication purpose as specified in the claims. 

However, LeClerc discloses a system for recording landscape including a 
portable computer with a processor, a memory, a modem for communication purpose 
(See LeClerc col. 14, lines 37-65). 
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Therefore, it is considered obvious that one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention would recognize the advantage of modifying Henderson and Ichige by 
incorporating LeClerc's laptop/pda in the system for recording landscaping changes. 
The motivation for performing such a modification in Lareau is to facilitate landmark/ 
farmland observation from anywhere once a web address is known. 

5. Claims 6 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Henderson and Ichige as applied to claims 1 and 12 above, and further in view of 
Stepanik et al. (US Patent no. 7080544). 

Regarding claims 6 and 16, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in 
the above rejections of claims 1 and 12. 

It is noted that the combination of Henderson and Ichige is silent about providing 
one or more solar panels electrically connected to provide power as specified in the 
claims. 

However, Stepanik discloses a remote monitoring system including one or more 
solar panels electrically connected to provide power (See Stepanik col. col. 13, lines 57- 
67 and col. 14, lines 1-11). 

Therefore, it is considered obvious that one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention would recognize the advantage of modifying Henderson and Ichige's remote 
recording system by incorporating Stepanik's one or more solar panels electrically 
connected to provide power. The motivation for performing such a modification is to 
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maintain lower power consumption as taught by Stepanik (See Stepanik col. 14, lines 1- 
11). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gims S. Philippe whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7336. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (10:30-7:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on (571) 272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Gims S Philippe 
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